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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1. Applicant's arguments filed 9/12/2005 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Applicant argues that nowhere does Ludtke describe a mechanism used by the DCM 
that includes an event reception means that receives an event instruction and generates an event 
corresponding to the received instruction with the event reception means using predetermined 
addresses as registers, which are allocated in a serial bus register space in an address space of an 
information signal processing apparatus connected to a communication control bus complying 
with IEEE 1394. Ludtke teaches that devices can be added and removed from an IEEE 1394- 
1995 bus while the bus is active. If a device is so added or removed the bus will then 
automatically reconfigure itself for transmitting data between the then existing nodes. A node is 
considered a logical entity with a unique address on the bus structure. Each node provides an 
identification ROM, a standardized set of control registers and its own address space (column 1, 
lines 53-59). Every event through such a node uses the registers in the nodes register space to 
handle the event. Therefore, the arguments are not persuasive and the rewritten rejection with 
respect to the amended independent claims follows below. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
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international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1, 5, 9, 13, and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
U.S. Patent 6,233,61 1 to Ludtke et al. With regards to claims 1, 9, and 17, Ludtke teaches event 
reception means for receiving a predetermined event instruction irrespective of a type of high- 
level protocol, wherein when said event reception means receives an event instruction, an event 
corresponding to received instruction is generated (column 8, line 54, through column 9, line 25), 
said event reception means uses predetermined addresses as registers which are allocated in a 
serial bus register space in an address space of said information signal processing apparatus 
connected to a communication control bus complying with IEEE 1394 (column 1, lines 53-59, 
column 3, lines 9-19, and column 9, line 59, through column 10, line 5). 

4. With regards to claims 5 and 13, Ludtke teaches comprising informing means for 
informing a user of the event (bus topology change, column 13, lines 24-42). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims, 6-8 and 14-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
U.S. Patent 6,233,61 1 to Ludtke et al. 

7. With regards to claims 6 and 14, Ludtke fails to explicitly teach event instruction 
includes one of an event instruction for controlling not to beep, an event instruction for 
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controlling to continuously beep, and an event instruction for controlling to intermittently beep. 
However, instructions for beeping are well known in the art to grab the attention of a user, 
whether in the POST to indicate proper startup, or in a printer to indicate a user needed action 
such as adding paper. The sending of a printing event to a printer without paper could be 
considered an event instruction to control beeping. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to combine the well known use of beeping with 
the event reception and generation of Ludtke to create a system that notifies users of device 
features needing attention. 

8. With regards to claims 7 and 15, Ludtke fails to explicitly teach the event instruction 
includes one of an event instruction for controlling not to emit light, an event instruction for 
controlling to continuously emit light, and an event instruction for controlling to flicker. 
However, instructions for lights blinking are well known in the art to grab the attention of a user, 
whether in the hard drive to indicate the drive is busy, or in a printer to indicate a user needed 
action such as adding paper. The sending of a printing event to a printer without paper could be 
considered an event instruction to control light blinking. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to combine the well known use of lights blinking 
with the event reception and generation of Ludtke to create a system that notifies users of device 
features needing attention. 

9. With regards to claims 8 and 16, Ludtke fails to explicitly teach event instruction 
includes one of an event instruction for controlling not to execute power supply control, an event 
instruction for controlling to turn on a power supply, and an event instruction for controlling to 
turn off the power supply. However, instructions for enumeration are well known in the art to 
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lower the power lines provided with certain bus types. The sending of a sleep event or an 
enumeration event instruction to control the power supply. Network power control is also well 
known. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
combine the well-known use of sleep with the event reception and generation of Ludtke to create 
a system that minimizes the use of system. 

Conclusion 

10. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Joshua D. Schneider whose telephone number is (571) 272-4158. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F, 8-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kim Huynh can be reached on (571) 272-4147. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



JDS 




